At the January 1992 joint meeting in Baltimore, I read two rather obscure and cryptic poems, 2 and GOD-137. I have and continue to write poetry, though rather sporadically. The origin of these two poems was constructive in nature, each beginning with a simple concept and then being somewhat lifted into poetical form. The first of these, 2 , was constructed using the symmetry of the 45° right triangle, two words of ten letters and one of fourteen. GOD-137 began with the idea that when considering infinite quantities to represent sums and products we use the symbols Σ and Π . In finite elementary arithmetic we know product as "times" and sum becomes associated with "some" through a language deformation. Then, through a compound operation, the symbol Σ Π is associated with the word "sometimes." For this construction the title is what needs explanation. After constructing the first "some" as one, continuing to construct the square and cube, the entire entity, the poem, contains this "three." The context of the "three" as referred to here is line, plane and space and it is through Cantor that these do become a one, in the sense of continuity. The name GOD-137 becomes a representation where "1" is the poem, "3" this fundamental set of three, and "7" the number of lines in which the poem presents itself. The aspect "GOD" comes from the superstitious idea in Christian mythology that one is three. What makes the title more auspicious is that when I wrote it I had no knowledge of the approximation to 137 in the fine structure constant, which as I interpret, is a numerological equivalent to the word "god" from a physicist's point of view.
As my research in pure mathematics has been progressing I have often touched philosophical ground. After consistent achievement, during a restructuring and reckoning of research projects new concepts and ideas began to overflow. Through numerous discussions with a collaborator, a conception of ideal types emerged.
Philosophically, the problem being addressed is one of balance. The notion of transcendence takes on a religious flavor being framed in mythology for expression. However, ethically the call is for responsibility. Collectively this composes a current, beginning with balance, but incorporating the transcendental religious nature, in a secular ethical morality, most accurately described as spirituality.
Beginning with the most troublesome notion of religious differences, the opinion expressed is of religious belief not properly contained in the known domain of religious expressions, yet it is not devoid of any expression. The approximation this produces is simultaneously of a theist and an atheist. Further, recognizing this expression as not properly contained in its own transcendence makes this and anything said about it faulty.
Philosophically, a transcendental aspect is at work. The three traditional philosophies, Platonism, intuitionism, and formalism, at some level form a whole, an interdependent unity. In this light we may consider the abstract "some one is three." The question of balance enters at this point. The opinion is, that in light of the notion of transcendence in religious expression, this same transcendence property may be applied to philosophy of mathematics.
It is now my moral obligation as a mathematician, and my ethical responsibility as a member of the American Mathematical Society to make available results when consequences are apparent. It is then appropriate that I share these philosophical results of my pure research, in view of the fact that the mathematical community as a whole seems to be experiencing some internal difficulties.
The issues of recognition and understanding of mathematics by society as reflected in problems of employment, education, technology, and the importance of pure research, came to surface after a brief but inspirational conversation with a mathematics librarian. Touching on ideas of transcendence and foundations, I pointed out our current difficulties reasoning about "god" or the continuum hypothesis, two concepts I view with an amount of logical similarity. Through the subsequent evening the elaboration of the ideas based themselves in the two original "mathematical" poems of 1992 and took form in a not perfect but more aesthetically "natural" poem Fivefolded Asymmetrical Hand:
Why is the hand fivefolded asymmetrical Apart from functionality? 
God-137:
sometimes one is some unless some is none for one to be none just can't be done yet sometimes some is square and sometimes some is cube and someone is three
The paradox we are amidst is most easily expressed by the acknowledgement that the mathematical discipline is making great internal strides in development and it is facing serious difficulty structurally as an entity. Thus, in the model of real world interpretation with respect to society at large, these two aspects are precisely opposite. So we understand this as M ≡ m ∧ s where s ≡ −m . Hence, this is a fundamental contradiction. Metaphorically we may think of us as just stretching a muscle.
Our first reconciliation is to view the three philosophies, Platonism, intuitionism, and formalism, as defining a metaphilosphy, under balance. As mathematicians at this point in history, we have accumulated our Body of Mathematics. We see the beauty and necessity, but the unconscious mathematicians, be it student or layman, may not see the beauty we do. Yet they may be literary scholars, physicians, or musicians having some sense of a Beauty. Is this Beauty the same? Is it unique in origin but manifest in expression? For mathematicians and physicists alike, it does exist, platonic and real. This is the core, a self-dual Nature, with expression in number, in mathematics.
Our language is then nothing more than a sentence, a word, a symbol, finite in representation. We have used it to talk of the continuous and the discrete. Our physicists with the gift of sight have been leading in one direction and our mathematicians with the gift of sight in another; they are our dedicated professors. Our community interacts with society at large by administering, by repetition of ideas, application. The brilliant students following sound advice develop and drive home existing results, speciality is the notion. Our results become documented in literature that quickly becomes obscure. The traditional types, pure and applied, are failing to describe our deeper structure, and the students of today are faced with an innate binary option of intra-or extra-applied mathematics.
The structure that we see developing is simply one of pure academia, industrial application, or unemployment, the equivalent of nonmathematics. This is not a new observation. We have been asking for a solution.
The conclusion that we may immediately draw is that if we have more of our specialized mathematicians that are nontraditional, by generalizing and collectively working, an additional type is defined. From a practical standpoint, this type needs its own internal structure. Clearly, its definition is one of augmentation.
It is this rejuvenating type of mathematician that defines itself as an integral part of a whole, a whole that is under construction. Collectively, with an attitude of redefinition but a negation of that stance, a support for our contradictory base is obtained. We proceed in this direction with the aim of communication.
Because of the inherent contradiction that is at the center of the communication we are consequently seeking to define new ways to effect the communication, that is we are seeking and defining new mathematics, and this is the conclusion so sought.
